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This report has been requested by the Board of Directors 
of the Santa Clara Valley Water District to determine the effects, 
of previous work on or adjacent to Alamitos Creek, to the 
A. T. Pfeiffer, L. G. Pfeiffer, and Eugene Pfeiffer properties. 

Work in this area started in April 1965 when 1200 feet of 
Alamitos Creek downstream of Greystone Creek was realigned and an 
old gravel mining area was partially filled so more homes could be 
built in the area. The creek area was essentially relocated 
northerly as much as possible. The creek was designed for the 
50-year design flood and the work was done by the developer. 

Plans were checked and approved by the District. 

This work was objected to by Mr. A. T. Pfeiffer and after 
meeting with Mr. Pfeiffer and agreeing that the subdivision 
activity covered previously may have indeed imposed a hardship 
on the L. G. Pfeiffer property, a letter was sent to Mr. Art 
Pfeiffer to this effect on March 13, 1969. A copy of the letter 
is attached. 

The letter agreed to recommend purchase of the property in 
fiscal year 1969-70. The letter assumed that our right of way 
requirements could be finalized in a short period of time. 

The Hearing Plans were not finalized, however, until June 
1971 and a public meeting was first held on June 15, 1971. 

Another meeting was held on June 21, 1971 with the Almaden 
Homeowners Association. A large number of protests regarding the 
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reach between Greystone and Golf Creek required the study of 
several alternatives for this area. The main objection was to 
the proposed use of a 2-foot to 6-foot high floodwall between the 
homes and creek. Neighborhood public meetings were held on 
December 8th, 9th and 15th of 1971 and it was agreed that further 
alternatives would be studied. 

Several alternatives were presented to the Board in a work 
sesson on May 23, 1972. There was general agreement from most of 
the homeowners present that Alternative 4 was preferred. This 
alternative consisted of 1000 feet of excavated channel adjacent 
to the existing creek from Golf Creek upstream. Upstream from 
this point, 2500 feet of excavated gabion-lined channel was 
proposed through a constricted area. Upstream of this point to 
Greystone Creek, 2000 feet of excavated earth channel with a drop 
structure was proposed. The Board directed the staff to proceed 
with the Hearing Plans using Alternative 4. 

The plans were then finalized and an environmental impact 
report prepared. The EIR was sent out for review in April 1973 
and many adverse comments were received. The main objections were 
to the growth inducing aspects of the project and to the channel 
excavation and tree removal required for Alternative 4 in the 
reach from Golf Creek to Greystone Creek. 

The National Flood Insurance Act of December 1973 added 
another factor to evaluation of flood control projects and it was 
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proposed to study Alternatives in this area considering a project 
with less environmental impact and possibly letting more area 
flood and letting flood insurance cover the losses. More extensive 
mapping, to delineate the flooded area, was required. This was 
authorized by the Board in 1974. The mapping has just been 
received and an evaluation of this alternative has been started. 

It appears that some modification of the right of way requirements 
on the L. G. Pfeiffer property is possible with some alternatives. 
Therefore, we recommend purchase of this property from Greystone 
Creek downstream be done as soon as right of way is firmed up. 

The A. T. Pfeiffer property will probably be required by all 
alternatives so we recommend purchase of this property as soon 
as desired by Mr. A. T. Pfeiffer. 

Another action that may have a minor effect on the property 
in question was that Mr. Wood and Mr. Felice illegally filled a 
lot adjacent to Alamitos and Greystone Creek in 1969. The 
District approved this action after a portion of the fill was 
removed. 

The Eugene Pfeiffer property is located upstream of the 
Greystone Lane crossing of Alamitos Creek and appears to be 
affected by upstream subdivision activity. 

In April 1968, Randol Creek was realigned and enlarged 
to design capacity by a Morrison homes development which was 
adjacent to the Alamitos Creek and the Bret Hart and Leland 
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High Schools. Randol Creek was realigned to suit the approved 
development pattern of the area. In connection with the Randol 
Creek project a levee was also built adjacent to Alamitos Creek 
to protect the subdivision from flooding. All this work was 
approved by the District and should provide 100-year flood 
protection to the subdivision. 

This work does, however, tend to constrict flood flows on 
Alamitos Creek and cause additional flooding on the Eugene 
Pfeiffer property. There seem to be no other acceptable alter¬ 
natives to the reach of creek other than the modified floodplain 
now proposed or leaving the creek completely natural. 

Another section that affected this property in a similar 
manner was that Mr. Victor Pfeiffer illegally filled a lot just 
upstream of Mr. Eugene Pfeiffer in 1969. The District approved 
this action after Mr. Pfeiffer removed a portion of the fill. 

Upstream from the Randol Creek confluence with Alamitos Creek 
another levee was installed in connection with a Morrison homes 
development in January 1973. This work, however, would not tend 
to effect the Eugene Pfeiffer property any more than it is now 
effected. 

Recently, development plans for the area adjacent to Alamitos 
Creek from the Calero confluence to McKean Road were submitted to 
the District for review. Since a modified floodplain, as proposed 
in the current tentative Hearing Plan, would tend to take flood 
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waters out of storage and increase downstream flooding. City of 
San Jose and the District are looking for some way to mitigate 
this effect. 

In summary, it appears that all the Pfeiffer property in 
question has been affected by various works connected with Alamitos 
Creek and will be needed for future project purposes. As such, 
it should be purchased as soon as possible. 
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